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Claims 25, 26, 28, 29, 40, 42, 43, 45, and 46 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0169665 (Hughes et al.) 
in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,167,383 (Henson). Hughes et al. published from U.S. Patent 
Application No. 09/874,853. Enclosed is a Declaration under 37 C.F.R. §1.131 by one of the 
inventors, David G. Bakken, showing that the invention of the application was conceived in the 
U.S. before the May 10, 2001 effective date of U.S. Patent Application No. 09/874,853 as set by 
that Application's claim to benefit of U.S. Provisional Application No. 60/290,131, filed May 
10, 2001. Thus, Applicants have provided evidence of the claimed invention prior to the May 
10, 2001 effective date of the Hughes et al. reference relied upon by the Examiner. As Hughes et 
al. is no longer a proper prior art reference, Henson cannot be combined with Hughes et al. to 
reject Claims 25, 26, 28, 29, 40, 42, 43, 45, and 46 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a). Accordingly, 
withdrawal of the rejection of these claims is requested. 

Claims 27 and 44 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hughes et al. in view of Henson and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,808,908 (Ghahramani). 
As Hughes et al. is no longer a proper prior art reference, neither Henson nor Ghahramani can be 
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combined with Hughes et al. to reject Claims 27 and 44. Withdrawal of the rejection of these 
claims is thus also requested. 

Early passage to issue is respectfully requested. 
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